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& Bankrupt. E 1IN EA_NKRUPTGL

MORRIS, I}_:la-tri'ct Judge,
A creditor of the Banirupt appears in '-
opposition to his disé& arpe and ¥A# ground of opposiiion alleges

that the Bankrupt has commited an offense punishaple by impris-

concealed assets and property belonging to his estate from tle

trustee elected by the ereditors, to wit, the goods and fixtures

of a certain coal ':.rurd carried on by the Bamkrupt. J
(2) That the Bankrupt had sworn falsely in several speci-

fied particulars during an examination by the creditor before

‘the Reforee.
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The coal yard in question appears to have been

bill of sale from one Engel to Abrgham Reamer on June 3, 1898,

Reamer is a brotle r~in-law of the Bankrupt, and has beon

for some years conecrned in his affairs. The Bamkrupt swoars
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tliat the transaction was a bona fide one and that he “M
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ployed by Reamer at a weokly salary to conduct the tusiness, ™ 3: S
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ieation is involved in sustaining this g
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opposition to the discharge. B
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There are two grounds under Section 14 for refusing a

discharge, (1) that the Bamkrupt has committed an offense pur-

fdlea

that the barkrupt has committed an offense punishable under

thuE-Em!t gy imprisonment. 1t is madd, an offense know-
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ingly and fraudulently concealed wiiile a bankrupt from his
trustee any of the property belonging to his estate in bank- ‘;
ruptcy. Whether the bankrupt has committed this of‘ense |

depends upon whether the coal yard is Reamer's prnﬁert}r or
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the property  the Bankrupt. Unless there is testimony

obtainable sufficient to prove that itis the property

of the

rupt in a suit wHER Roamer ts Court canrot in this pro-
eceding adjudge that the Dankrupt has committed the offense of
knewingly and fraudulently concealing his ownership from the
trustee. Reamer jas not examined as a wfitnass or made a

in e fspeeedind
party in any wa:,rkand has had no upportuni%:’}r to be heard or
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to have his rights adjudicated

1 will suspend action upon this application INY Thiryety

thevereditors and the trustee an oppor=-
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"-Eﬂﬁf‘it nfareditars % der the depnd th:- tmsten gold ftle
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when she made a deed of 'rust and tl® stock was azain sold to if-:;‘
Raamer, ;
X

The Banirupt was oxamined as to these trancmctions before _i
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the Referce on Scptember 9th, 1898, and gave an account of the 3
making of the deed of trust by his wife stanting that ha ms ": ’-i|
away from home on a visit when his wife executed ﬁg: ﬁp&d and g
% |

gave other details about the ynr#hmvgﬁ the goods by her and sed

the ma!’rinﬂ ﬂf the desd of trust 'b';'j'-har- The examination was

F" Wrﬂgd I’ur ﬁt '8 daj

| adjourned muatmg the Bmkrupttn examination was continued, and ,
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the Bankrupt stated that'he desired %o eurrcct cortain stale-

f
natioh that he had been unwell at the first

ments made at the first examination,declaring by way of axplaug ,1'
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o ﬁﬁa‘ﬁﬁ.mm at homo with his wife waen

= |
she made thc deed of trust in 1897 and corrccted Eﬁmh stato- =
ments as to how she had paid for the goods. : ::1

1t is to be noticed that between the Barkrupt's first and

second examinations there had been no other witness examined =

and no action by the trastoe or urmiit.m;_ﬂmi that the cor-

rection was of his ﬁﬂﬁ::ﬁm{ﬂtiﬂn.

e e — e .

Under these uirems tanr:as, as the false testimony was about

present ownership of tie coal .Yardfand the testimony was not

directly matarialfarﬂ the correction was made voluntarﬂ:(l and

some palliation sugsested for the contrariety of statements,
1 do not think it is proven beyond doubt that the false statements
made on the rirstday of ti® e xamination wers mace by the Bank- =
rupt knowinpgly and Tfraudulently. s =
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